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and pernicious/ lie said,179 'to go on making
believe that the Church and the State are one
set of people considered in different aspects. They
must be now thought of as distinct bodies.' From
that unhesitating rejection of Arnoldism, he drew
the obvious conclusion. 'I could not, so far
as I am concerned, approve of any settlement
which still left it possible for any one except the
bishops to define the doctrine of the Church in the
course of an ecclesiastical judgment and to make
that definition binding upon the whole body of the
Church.'180 'For my action as a priest of the
Church,' one witness informed the Commission,181
'I am responsible to the bishop alone, to whom I
am ready at all times to give account, not to the
Privy Council.' Mr. G. J. Talbot, one of the most
distinguished of ecclesiastical lawyers, urged that
the Judicial Committee as an ecclesiastical tribunal
was theoretically indefensible and practically a
failure.182 The Bishop of Exeter drew an interest-
ing distinction between the legal and moral sover-
eignty of Parliament. ' While according to our
constitution,' he said,188'Parliament has unlimited
power, the effect of its legislation must depend on
the moral power behind it, and churchmen gener-
ally will distinguish between legislation invited by
the Church, and legislation merely forced upon
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